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Abstract 

The conformal transformation in the Einstein - Hilbert action leads to a new frame where an extra scalar 
degree of freedom is compensated by the local conformal-like symmetry. We write down a most general 
action resulting from such transformation and show that it covers both general relativity and conformally 
coupled to gravity scalar field as the particular cases. On quantum level the equivalence between the different 
frames is disturbed by the loop corrections. New conformal-like symmetry in anomalous and, as a result, 
the theory is not finite on shell at the one-loop order. 



1 Introduction 

The frame dependence of the gravity theories is an important object for study on both classical and 
quantum levels. On classical level the theory may manifest a different physical properties in a different 
frames that leads to the nontrivial problems related with the "correct choice" of the field variables (see, 
for example, [0, ||, ||[ ^, ||, 0, || and the last work for a more complete list of references on the subject). 
On the other hand the study of different frames enables one to explore the relation between the different 
physical theories and thus generate the new exact solutions ^ |l^ . In this paper we construct and study 
the general action of the theory which is conformally equivalent to General Relativity with (or without) 
cosmological constant. The theory under consideration depends on the metric and also on the scalar field, 
whereas an extra scalar degree of freedom is compensated by additional conformal-like symmetry. In fact 
we exchange the theory with the Einstein - Hilbert action to the much more complicated but equivalent 
theory with the action depending on some arbitrary function of the scalar field. The form of the symmetry 
transformation depends on the form of this function. 

^E-mail: shapiro@dftuz.unizar.es 
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On quantum level the equivalence between two formulations is disturbed by anomaly which is essential 
and manifest itself at the level of the one-loop divergences already. In a framework of Einstein gravity the 
one loop counterterms vanish on classical mass shell and the theory is finite | [T^ . Indeed this property does 
not hold if the matter fields are incorporated ||l^ or if the two- loop effects are taken into account . In our 
new conformal frame the one-loop S'-matrix is not finite because of anomaly. This fact can be interpreted as 
the noninvariance of the measure of path integral with respect to (generalized) conformal transformations. 
Earlier the similar objection have been made in a quantum conformal (Weyl) gravity [|l5, 16 1 which is power 



counting renormalizable. In the case of Weyl gravity the lack of renormalizability is caused by anomaly 
which affects even the one-loop divergences. The difference is that here we lack of the one-loop on shell 
renormalizability which is lost in a new frame. 

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we consider the conformal transformation in general 
dilaton gravity, establish the new frame for General Relativity and discuss the corresponding conformal-like 
symmetry. For the sake of convenience of the reader we rewrite a small part of our previous paper ||2l|] in the 
beginning of this section. We remark that the conformal transformation in a dilaton-gravity models have 
been studied in || . Some special case of the nonconformal theory with an interesting duality symmetry 
is discussed in an Appendix. Throughout the paper we prefer to deal with the action rather than with the 
equations of motion because it is more suitable for quantum consideration which follows in section 3. In this 
section we derive the one-loop counterterms for the theory in an arbitrary conformal frame and find that 
these counterterms are not conformal invariant and do not vanish on shell. The last section is conclusion. 

2 General theory with conformal-hke symmetry 

Let us start our study with the general four dimensional metric-dilaton model including the second 
derivative terms only. The most general theory of this type is described by the action 

S = j d^x^{A{dp)g^'^d^,^du(i} + B{(j,)R + C{d^)} (1) 

that covers all special cases including the string inspired action, coupled with gravity scalar field and others. 
Now, following ||, |2|] we consider the simple particular case of the general action (|l|)J^ 

S ^ j d^x^/^ {R'^ + V{<i>)} (2) 

Here the curvature R' corresponds to the metric g'^^ and g' = dei{g'^^). Transform this action to the new 
variables g^j/ and (p according to 

9'^.. = 9,y^^^\ <i> = <i>(<^) (3) 
where cr(0) and are arbitrary functions of 0. In a new variables the action becomes: 



S = 



^ {$(0)i?e2'^('^) + 6(V(/))2e2'^('^) [$(7' + $ V + y ($(?!)))e4'^('^) } (4) 



Therefore we are able to transform the particular action (||) to the general form (|l]) with 

A{(l)) = 6e2'^('^)[$ai + = $((/))e2'" (5) 

Here and below the lower numerical index shows the order of derivative with respect to (p. For instance, 

dB , d^B da , . 

^^=d0' "^'^W "'^d-f 

It is possible to find the form of (j{4)) and <&(</)) that corresponds to the given and B{(j)). In this case 

a{(j}) and ^{(p) obey the equations 

A = 6Bicri - 6B(f7i)2, $ = Be-^" (7) 

Substituting (^) into (Q) we find that in a new variables the action has the form 



S = J d^xV^{Ai^)g'^-^d^<t>d.<P + B{<p)R+(^^^ ^^W)} 



(8) 



^One can consider the theory (H) as the four-dimensional analog of the Jakiw-Teitelboim model in two dimensions. 
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where the last term is nothing but C{(j)) from (|l|). 

It is easy to see that the above transformations lead to some restrictions on the functions A{(p) and B{(p). 
All the consideration has to be modified if <I> = const, that is the case when is the Einstein-Hilbert action 
with cosmological constant. One can rewrite this condition in terms of A{(j)) and B{4>). Note that 

- 3(Bi)2 = -3 e^'^^*) (9) 

d(p 

Hence it is clear that the theories with 2AB — 3(i?i)^ — qualitatively differs from the other ones. Below 
we deal with the theories of this class. The only exception is the Appendix. 

One can easily see that the Hilbert-Einstein action and the conformally coupled with gravity scalar field 
satisfy the condition (^) with B = const, A — 0,C = const and A — ^, B = C — Xcj)^ correspondingly. 

Therefore these two theories belongs to the special class of (|^ which we are dealing with. Thus we have 
found that the theory of conformal scalar field and General Relativity are related with each other by the 
conformal transformation of the metric. The conformal symmetry compensate an extra degree of freedom 
which exists in the conformal scalar theory. 

It is possible to show that this situation is typical. In fact all the models ([^) with 2AB — 3(i3i)^ = 
are related with each other by the conformal transformation of the metric. Next, all of them besides the 
degenerate case of General Relativity have some extra conformal-likc symmetry that is called to compensate 
an extra degree of freedom related with scalar field. It is useful to formulate this as two theorems. 

Theorem 1. If two sets of smooth functions A{(j)), B{<j)), C{(j)) and A{(f>), B{(t>), C{4)) satisfy the conditions 

2AB ~i{Bif ^Q, C^\B^ (10) 

2AB ~i{Bif ^Q, C^XB^ (11) 

then the corresponding models (||) are linked by the conformal transformation of the metric g^i^ — g^v^'^'^'^'^^ 
where the parameter of transformation a depends on the ratio 5^ • 

Theorem 2. The action of any theory from the previous Theorem is invariant under the transformation 
which consists in an arbitrary reparametrization = 4'{4>) ^J^d the conformal transformation g^i, — g^v^'^"'^'^^ 
with 



a(0) = In 



B{m 



(12) 



5(0) 

Proof. To cover both theorems let us consider the action (|^), (|l^) with and make the conformal 
transformation of the metric with arbitrary a{(j)) and, simultaneously, an arbitrary reparametrization of 
the scalar field (j) = The straightforward calculation gives the new action with the functions 

A(0), B{4>), C{(j)) which satisfy the conditions 

5(0) = B(0(0))e2-W) , C(0) = C(0(0))e4'^(^) 

A(0) = |a(0(0)) [m] ' + mm) [<^mf + 6^^||^ i^iwi [4>im } ^^^^^^ (13) 



The first theorem results from ( |13[ ) with 0(0) = 0. It is easy to see that if the functions yl(0), _B(0), C(0) 
satisfy the conditions ([ill ) then the functions A(0), i3(0), C(0) satisfy ([lo|). Therefore for any given B{(f>) 

and B{4)) one can take cr(0) — ^ \tl {^^^^ that complete the proof. 

Now we suppose that 0(0) is arbitrary function and require the action to be invariant under the 
reparametrization plus conformal transformation, that evidently gives (p^. 

It is interesting to consider a very simple example of that how Theorem 2 works. If 0(0) — (j)e~''^^^ where 
p{x) is some arbitrary function of the spacetime variables, and -6(0) — j24>'^ then we find i?(0) — j^0^e~^''(^) 
from what follows (t(0) = p{x). Therefore for the particular case of the conformally coupled with gravity 
scalar field the symmetry established in the Theorem 2 is nothing but usual conformal symmetry. 

And so we have found that the theories (|l|) are distinguished (one can say labeled) by the form of the 
functions A, B, C. One can imagine some three dimensional space where the functions A, B, C play the roles 



of coordinates. One-dimensional line in this space is composed by the theories which satisfy (10). All of 



^Indeed we suppose that all the functions arc mathematically acceptable for our manipulations. 
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them are related with each other by the conformal transformation described in Theorem 1. Next, all of 
them with one exception of General Relativity possess an extra conformal-like symmetry according to the 
Theorem 2. Since all the models of this class are conformally equivalent to General Relativity they all have 
the same physical content and can be regarded as different frames for description of gravity. In particular, 
it is possible to obtain exact solutions for any of such theories with the use of conformal transformation in 
any of the known solutions of Einstein Gravity with (or without) cosmological constant. 

It is interesting to consider the possibility of the soft breaking of the new conformal-like symmetry. To 
do this it is useful to construct it's Noether identity. Taking into account the transformation rules from the 
Theorem 2, one can easily derive such identity in the form 

^-S(</')^ = (14) 

where the factor stands for the conformal weight of the scalar field (j) which depends on the form of 

the function B{(j)). It is an analog (one can say generalization) of the ordinary conformal weight " — 1" of the 
field 0. The eq. ( p^ ) is the operator form of the symmetry transformation established by Theorem 2. It 
shows that in the presence of the conformal-like symmetry the equations of motion are linearly dependent. 

The soft breaking of the symmetry means that the functions A and B satisfy the symmetry condition 
( p!o| ) whereas the restrictions on the potential term C are not imposed. It turns out that only the invariant 
form of C(0) is consistent with the equations of motion. From ( p^ follows that the kinetic (that is A and 
B dependent) parts of the equations of motion are linearly dependent. Substituting an arbitrary function 
C(0) into ( p4[ ) we arrive at the differential equation for C : C\{4>)B{4>) = 2C{(j))Bi{(j)) that leads to 
C((/)) = B^{(j)) ■ const. Thus in a pure theory without matter only the symmetric form of C((/)) is consistent 
with the equations of motion and any soft symmetry breaking is forbidden. For the standard conformal 
symmetry this was pointed out by Ng |2^ . One can easily check that this statement is correct even if we 
add the action of matter, if this matter does not depend on the field </>. Thus if we consider the theory (|l|) 
with 2AB — {Bi)^ = then only in the case C{(j)) = Ai?^(0), A = const there can exist any solutions of the 
dynamical equations. 



3 Divergences and conformal anomaly 

The next purpose of the present paper is to investigate the symmetric version of the theory (Q), ([l0| ) on 
quantum level. According to the Theorems 1,2 all the models which possess an extra conformal-like symmetry 
are conformally equivalent to General Relativity with cosmological constant. The different versions of the 
symmetric conformally equivalent models can be labeled by the values of function B{(f)) and constant A, as 

A((/i) — '^25(0)^ = Ai?-^(0). It is useful to denote the action of the symmetric theory as S'b(0),a- 

General Relativity with cosmological constant corresponds to Sj,\ where "—7" is an inverse Newtonian 
constant. Thus our calculation of the one-loop divergences in general SB{cj>),\ theory may be considered as 
the calculation for the special case of S-y^x in a conformally transformed quantum variables. For the sake of 
brevity we shall denote as Sb{,p).\ only the action of the theory with a nonconstant B((j)) and preserve the 
notation S~f_\ for General Relativity. 

Before starting the calculations let us say some words about what result we can expect. The general theory 
Sb((P).x differs from S^^\ in one respect. The first one has one more field variable that is compensated by an 
extra conformal-like symmetry. On classical level both theories are equivalent. However on quantum level 
the equivalence may be broken by anomaly which can violate the symmetry. The example of Weyl conformal 
gravity has learned us that in quantum gravity the conformal anomaly can affect the one-loop divergences 
already jTs], |l6|. The Weyl (conformal) gravity is higher derivative theory where the renormalizability is 
disturbed only by the conformal anomaly. Our purpose here is to check whether the conformal anomaly 
exists for the second derivative theory under consideration. Since the source of anomaly is the noninvariance 
of the measure of the path integral ^ our study concerns the divergent anomalous part of the Jacobian of an 
arbitrary conformal transformation from S^^x to >5'b(0).a- 

The simple consideration based on power counting shows that the theory Sb{,p),x is nonrenormalizable 
just as General Relativity. The one-loop counterterms contain the terms of fourth order in derivatives. The 

^In fact this noninvariance is caused by the UV divergences because the regularization scheme doesn't preserve both dif- 
feomorphism and conformal invariance. It is quite possible that the IR effects can also be relevant, but this is not clear 
yet. 
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most general action of this type has the form 




+ C7i? + C8(V0)4 + CQ{y4>f{04>) + cio{Uct>f + cn(V(/.)2 + C12] + (s.t.) (15) 
where n is the parameter of dimensional regularization, = C^^apC^'^"^ is the square of Weyl tensor and 
(V(/))^ = g^" Vy0. "s.i." means "surface terms". The functions Cu,^r,4,...,i2 depend on B{(j)),X and 

on the derivatives of B{(j>). One can easily check the surface form of the other possible structures (see also 

©ill)- 

We remark that the conformal-like invariance of the one-loop counterterms requires an enormous can- 
cellation of divergences. Let us consider, for simplicity, the particular case of the conformal scalar the- 
ory B{(j)) = ^(0) = = X4>'^. The conformal transformation has the form (j> ^ cj)' — 
(j)e~P^^\ g^n q' — g^u^^'''^^^ . It is fairly easy to see that even for the global transformation p = const 
the expression ( |l5|) is invariant only when C4 = C5 = ... = cn = 0. If one considers the local conformal 
transformation, then it is necessary to have = as well. And so the one-loop counterterms preserve the 
symmetries of the classical action if and only if they are given by the pure Weyl term J d^x-^/— gC^^Q,^, and 
all other terms are cancelled for any form of B{(p). As will be shown below it is not the case. 

Alternatively one can suppose that the transformation rule for the scalar field is changed and in the 
counterterms it becomes inert to conformal transformation. This can be achieved by the use of the special 
conformal regularization |2^, Q in a manner similar to the last reference^. In this case the invariance 
of ( [l5| ) under the global conformal transformation is fulfilled. The invariance under local transformation 
requires Cr — and moreover other terms have to compose the conformal invariant expressions established 
in ^ . Note that the conformal regularization is not safe if we deal with the quantum gravity theory. In 
fact it corresponds to some change of variables in the path integral, that just leads to anomaly. Moreover, 
this change of variables is nonlocal and therefore it can give contribution to divergences ||l6|| . In any case we 
can trace the R^ counterterm which will certainly indicate to the violation of the conformal-like symmetry 
in the one-loop divergences, just as it happens in the Weyl conformal gravity. 

Now we comment the relation between the different versions of our theory with the conformal-like sym- 
metry and General Relativity on quantum level. In a general (nonsymmctric) mctric-dilaton theory (^ the 
use of equations of motion enables one to reduce the one- loop counterterms to the structures of Cu,, c^, C7, C12 
types only [ pT| . Then one can fine tune three functions A{(j)), B((j))^ and provide the on shell renormaliz- 
ability at one loop. It is not clear ad hoc that it is possible to make the same in a theory SB{<ji),x with an extra 
conformal-like symmetry. The symmetry results to that the equations of motion are linearly dependent ( p^ ) . 
Therefore one can not use those equations to cancel as much counterterms as in general (nonsymmctric) 
theory (Q). Hence the equivalence of the theory Sb{4,),\ with the General Relativity on quantum level also 
requires the strong cancellation of the divergences. Moreover the equivalence with the General Relativity 
contradicts to the conformal-like invariance of the counterterms. The one-loop calculation below is called 
to check whether any of those cancellations really takes place or the conformal-like symmetry established in 
the Theorem 2 is anomalous. 



4 One-loop calculation 

In this section we shall present in some details the calculation of the one-loop counterterms of the theory 
Sb{c/>),\ with an arbitrary B{(j)). For our purposes we shall apply the background field method and the 
Schwinger-De Witt technique [g^ (see also for the introduction). The features of the metric-dilaton 
theory leads to the necessity of some modifications of the calculational scheme, basically developed in the 
similar two-dimensional theory and recently applied to the general theory (|l|). The starting point of the 
calculations is the usual splitting of the fields into background g^^, cj) and quantum /i^^, Lp ones 

^ 0' = <(3 + (/), gtJ.v —> g'^u + h^ii^^ hf_ii, ^hf_ii, + -g^^h, h = h'^ (16) 

where we separated the trace and traceless parts of the quantum metric for the sake of convenience. The 
one-loop effective action is given by the standard general expression 

r - ^ Tr In i? - I Tr In Hghost (17) 
®It is not clear whether it is possible to do it for arbitrary B((f>) 
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where H is the bUinear form of the action SB{cj>),\ with added gauge fixing term and Hghost is the bihnear form 
of the gauge ghosts action. Since the theory under consideration is invariant under two - diffeomorphism 
and conformal-hke symmetries, an additional gauge condition is necessary to fix the last one. We shall follow 
Fradkin and Tseytlin [ [Tst who have derived the counterternis in Weyl gravity and introduce this condition 
in the form h — Q. Some note is in order. The condition /i = does not touch the conformal-like invariance 
in the sector of background fields. However this invariance is violated by the covariant gauge fixing term 

Sgf - j d^x^g Xf. I X^ = Va/i; + /3V^^ (18) 

where a, (3 are some functions of the background dilaton, which can be fine tuned to make the calculations 
more compact. For instance, if one choose these functions as follows 

a = -B , /? = -§- (19) 
then the bilinear part of the action S + Sgf and the operator H has especially simple (minimal) structure 

[s + Sgf)^^^ = J d^x^ Luiiuj^ 

H = kn + LpV + M (20) 
Here u) = { h^^, (p), T means transposition, 

V 

and the components of Lp and M can be easily extracted from the similar expression for the general 
theory (|^) with the help of condition h = 0. 

To separate the divergent part of Tr In H we rewrite this trace in a following way. 

Tr \tlH = Tr Ini^ + Tr In (lU + /^^^L^V^ + R-^M^ (21) 

The first term does not give contribution to the divergences whereas the second term has standard minimal 
form and can be easily estimated with the use of Schwinger-DeWitt method. The bilinear form of the ghost 
action also has the minimal form 

Hghost = + 7(V"0)V^ + 7(V^V"0) + i?^" (22) 

and it's contribution to the divergences can be easily derived with the use of the standard technique. 

Summing up the divergences of both terms of eq. ( p7| ) we find that the one-loop divergences have the form 
(|l|) that is in a full accord with the power counting consideration. The coefficient functions c have the form 

_ 17 _ 5 ii ii^ 

"'^"'m " 24 " 6^^ + 8^4 

-708iS + 368<4ii - 247t2ii2 ^_45i^3 (^2,^3^ \ 

C4 ~ h -^^ TT- 

96 i-* 12 i3 

It llii ti^ 9C C2 / 1 ^1 

'^-T"T27 + 7^' — -3ti, c,- — + -y—-—^ 

1528t8 - 55MtHi + ZmAtHi'^ - 1804t2ti3 + 97ti4 (bSt^ + 16t2 ti + mi'^ + 2tt2) ^2 

C8 = 



256 i4 32 i3 

-816 1*^ + 554^4^1- 297 i2ti2 + 64 (l2t^ + 7ti)t2 27 1 
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32t3 + 8i2 ' ''I"" 8 ' 16i2 

_ 90(^12-32^4 + 4^1^2) 9tCi C2(24t4 + l20t2ii-lllti2 + 24i2) C3(2ti-t2) 
^ 16 5^2 ^ + 2,2 Bf^ ^ 2Bt^ 
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- + ^^^> 

where we have denoted t = for brevity. It is remarkable that the dimensionless divergences depend only 
on t. Moreover, t enters in the denominators and hence we can not put B(d>) equal to constant and so be 
back to General Relativity. The source of this is that the transformation (|2^) that we have used is singular 
at t = 0. 

The counterterms (^Sj) are not invariant under the conformal-like transformation of Theorem 2. In 
particular, if we start with the conformal metric-scalar theory with 5(0) = j^'/'^, then ( p3| ) differs from 
conformal invariant dilaton action constructed in | p^ , pTf and this difference can not be removed by the 
transformations from Theorems 1,2. Let us now make some comments concerning the meaning of the 
t dependence and the lack of conformal invariance. On classical level the model under consideration is 
conformally equivalent to General Relativity. On quantum level, within the background field method that 
we are using here, the difference consists in: 

i) Change of quantum variables related with conformal transformation and with the consequent separation 
of fields into background and quantum parts. 

ii) Conformal transformation and reparametrization of the background fields. Since we have only two 
arbitrary functions related with the last point, it is not possible to simplify (|2^) and thus provide the 
independence of t. 

The crucial question is: whether the on shell one-loop finiteness of General Relativity is lost in a new 
frame? The positive answer indicate to the anomaly which break the conformal-like symmetry on quantum 
level and gives the nontrivial contribution to the one-loop counterterms. The detailed analysis of the on 
shell one-loop divergences in a general nonsymmetric theory ([l]) have been presented in |2l[] . Therefore we 
can discuss only the features of the conformal model. In conformal theory the amount of the independent 
equations of motion is less than in general one because of identity ( |l4|) . That is why the equations of motion 



are insufficient to remove all the (j) dependent counterterms in contrast to |21 . One can remove, for instance, 
the C5, Ce, cg, cio type structures with the help of classical equations of motion. However the c^, Cr, C4, cs, cn 
ones remain and violate the on shell one- loop finiteness Q 

5 Conclusion 

We have considered the special class of the metric-dilaton theories which satisfy the conditions ([l0|). 
In the Theorem 1 we have proved that all the actions Sb(4,)^\ of this class are converted into each other under 
the local conformal transformation of the metric field only. Two known actions - namely the Einstein-Hilbert 
action of General Relativity and the action of conformal scalar field belong to this class and therefore all the 
Sb{cI>),\ theories can be regarded as different frame for the description of Einstein gravity with (or without) 
cosmological constant. In the Theorem 2 we have shown that all the Sb(4,),\ possess some conformal- 
like symmetry including an arbitrary reparametrization of the scalar field supplemented by local conformal 
transformation of the metric. On quantum level this symmetry is disturbed by anomaly. The new anomalous 
degree of freedom starts to propagate because of quantum effects. Since the theory under consideration in 
not rcnormalizable by power counting, the anomalous contributions enlarge the amount of the divergent 
structures and finally the theories SB(ct,),Q with the nonconstant B are not finite on shell whereas General 
Relativity is. Our result indicates to the conformal noninvariance of the _Di//-invariant measure of the path 
integral in four dimensional space-time that was established earlier for the higher derivative Weyl gravity 
p^ , |l6j. Just as in the last case the conformal anomaly in the theory >S'b(0).a gives contributions to the 
one-loop divergences. Since one can conclude that the effects of conformal anomaly in quantum gravity are 
essentially stronger as compared with the conformal theories of matter fields in an external gravitational 
field (one can see, for example, the review of Duff |^ for the references on the subject). In particular, the 
anomaly leads to that the parametrization of gravity which we are using here does not satisfy the general 
theorem of Tyutin on the parametrization dependence of the effective action in quantum field theory |2^ . 
The contribution of Jacobian of the conformal transformation breaks the symmetries of the theory. We 
remark that such things never happens with the gauge parameters dependence which one can keep under 
control at quantum level ||29[| . 

Not so far ago the conformal frame and conformal transformations has been investigated in 2 and 2 + e 
dimensional quantum gravity |3^ . In that dimension the Einstein gravity and also the metric-dilaton 

model (0 are renormalizable by power counting. That is why the conformal anomaly does not lead to the 

^We remark that the dimensional coupling function C(<f>) and corresponding counterterms are not relevant here. 



7 



nonrenormalizability in this d = 2. Thus one can regard our work as some investigation of the difference 
between quantum gravity theories in two and four dimensions. 
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Appendix 

In this Appendix we consider an interesting symmetry property which takes place in the theory with the 
action 

S [g^,.; B{(j)),B{(j))\ A, r] = Sb(4,).\ + 'S's(0),^ (Al) 

where we use our notation 

Sbw,x= I d^xV^ {A{cf>)g^''d,,^d.cf, + B{cf>)R + XB^} 



{A2) 

with A = A[B] = 2^ = and the same for Sig(^^yT-. Indeed the theory (Al) belongs to general nonsymmetric 
class of the models (Q) rather than to the models with conformal-like symmetry. However this theory 
manifests a very interesting property under the transformation of Theorem 1 . 

At first we shall see how the general action (Al) behaves under the conformal transformation of the 
metric 

.9m- = .9m- e^-t^) (A3) 
In four dimensions the geometrical quantities transform as 



R ^ e-^'^^'f'^ [R - 6Da - 6(V^(t)(V^ct)] (A4) 
Substituting (A4) into (A2) and then to (Al) we find the following transformation rule for the last one. 

5[5M,;i?(0),6(0);A,r] =5[5M,;i3(0)e-2-(«,6(0)e-2'^(*);A,r] (A5) 

Now we can explore an interesting particular case of the theory (Al) and transformation (A3). Let both 
things are chose in such a manner that B{(/)) — ^ — const and also B{(j))e'^°'^'^^ = ^ — const. The last 
condition immediately gives e^''^'^^ — Then (A5) becomes 



77 - \ 
5,.;;g^,7;A,r 



If one put 7 = 7 ^ then the last equation takes especially simple form 

1 1 



;A, 



(A6) 



that deserve to be written in an explicit form 

{7i? + A72 + A[B]g''^d^,(l)d,^ + B{cb)R + tB^} 



d X\J —g 



-R 



A 



-R 



B{4>) B^cP) 



(AS) 



The above transformation has a dual form. Since it describes the invertion of the coupling constant 7 and 
function B{(j)) this transformation shows that there is some link between strong and week coupling regimes 
in some of the models 

The particular case of (A8) with B{(f>) = and A = t = corresponds to the second theorem 
of Bekenstein [|| whereas the first theorem of ||] results from the conformal equivalence of the different 
versions of (|l|) which do not satisfy (|l0| ) (see also |l^ for the case of the nonzero A,t). 
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